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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-28 and 30-33 are presented for examination. Claim 29 has 
been cancelled. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis 

for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or 
described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject 
matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a 
whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having 
ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1-28 and 30-33 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Watanabe et al. (6,850,757) (hereinafter Watanabe) in 
view of Mousseau et al. (US PUB 2002/0120696) (hereinafter Mousseau). 

4. As per claims 1 and 27, Watanabe discloses A communication system 
and method comprising: a mail server 102, fig 1), coupled to the Internet 
(104, fig 1) for storing an electronic mail message received over the Internet 
and for generating a copy of said electronic mail message (Fig 1, col 2, lines 
24-46); 
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a notifications server (col 2, lines 24-36), coupled to said mail server 
(col 2, lines 24-36), 

wherein said notifications server (col 2, lines 24-60) is for 
automatically generating (col 2, lines 24-60), therefrom, a subset of said 
received copy of said electronic mail message (col 5, lines 6-31); and 

wherein said notifications server (col 2, lines 24-60), upon generation 
of said subset (col 5, lines 6-31), is for wirelessly transmitting (col 1, lines 5- 
10) said subset (col 3, lines 33-35) to an identified wireless electronic device 
(col 5, lines 6-31) associated with a user that is the recipient of said 
received electronic mail message (cellular phone, col 5, lines 6-39). 
Watanabe is silent about having a standard electronic mail protocol for 
receiving said copy of said electronic mail message as a standard formatted 
electronic mail messages. However, Simple Mail Transfer, a protocol for 
sending e-mail messages between servers; Most e-mail systems that send 
mail over the Internet use SMTP to send messages from one server to 
another; the messages can then be retrieved with an e-mail client using 
either POP or IMAP; In addition, SMTP is generally used to send messages 
from a mail client to a mail server; SMTP, POP, or IMAP e-mail server are 
known in the art. For example, Mousseau discloses having a standard 
electronic mail protocol for receiving said copy of said electronic mail 
message as a standard formatted electronic mail messages, (page 6, 
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paragraph #0062; page 9, paragraph 0084). It would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention was made to 
combine the teachings of Watanabe and Mousseau. The motivation would 
have been developing system for pushing/notifying from a host system to 
user's mobile device based on the user-defined events. 

5. As per claim 14, the claim is rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Watanabe discloses a plurality of wireless electronic 
devices operable to communicate over a wireless communication network 
(106, fig 1, col 2, lines 24-60). 

6. As per claims 2, 15, and 28, claims are rejected for the same reasons 
as claim 1, above. In addition, Watanabe discloses said identified wireless 
electronic device is operable to display received subsets to a user LCD 
display, (col 5, lines 29-31). 

7. As per claims 3, and 16, claims are rejected for the same reasons as 
claim 1, above. In addition, Watanabe discloses said identified wireless 
electronic device is operable to allow said user to select a particular received 
subset and wherein said notifications server is also for transmitting the 
remainder of an electronic mail message corresponding to said particular 
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received subset in response to the selection thereof by said identified 
wireless electronic device (col 5, lines 45-67; col 6, lines 18-43). 

8. As per claims 4 and 17, claims are rejected for the same reasons as 
claim 1, above. In addition Mousseau discloses said subset is a notification 
message comprising a sender's identification and a subject field of said 
received electronic mail message (page 8, paragraph #0076). 

9. As per claims 5 and 18, claims are rejected for the same reasons as 
claim 1, above. In addition, Watanabe discloses said identified wireless 
electronic device is a handheld computer system having wirelessly enabled 
(fig 3, col 3, lines 28-36). 

10. As per claims 6, 19, and 31, claims are rejected for the same reasons 
as claim 1, above. In addition, Watanabe discloses wherein said 
notifications server comprises a user information database for providing a 
mapping between wireless electronic devices and their associated electronic 
mail addresses (fig 3, col 3, lines 28-36). 

11. As per claims 7, 20 and 32, claims are rejected for the same reasons 
as claim 1, above. In addition, Watanabe discloses a push packet (is used 
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by said notifications server to wirelessly transmit said subset to said 
identified wireless electronic device (col 5, lines 22-28). 

12. As per claims 8 and 21, claims are rejected for the same reasons as 
claim 1, above. In addition, Watanabe discloses said subset is wirelessly 
transmitted using a wireless LAN communication network (elements of fig 

1). 

13. As per claims 9 and 22, claims are rejected for the same reasons as 
claim 1, above. In addition Mousseau discloses, using a Bluetooth wireless 
communication network (page 22, paragraph #0174). 

14. As per claims 10 and 23, claims are rejected for the same reasons as 
claim 1, above. In addition Mousseau discloses using a Mobitex wireless 
communication network (page 21, paragraph #0164). 

15. As per claims 11, 24, and 33, claims are rejected for the same reasons 
as claim 1, above. In addition Mousseau discloses said standard electronic 
mail protocol is substantially compliant with the SMTP protocol (page 9, 
paragraph #0084). 
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16. As per claims 12 and 25, claims are rejected for the same reasons as 
claim 1, above. In addition Mousseau discloses POP protocol (page 9, 
paragraph #0084). 

17. As per claims 13 and 26, claims are rejected for the same reasons as 
claim 1, above. In addition Mousseau discloses IMAP protocol (page 9, 
paragraph #0084). 

18. As per claim 30, claims are rejected for the same reasons as claim 1, 
above. In addition, Watanabe discloses said identified wireless electronic 
device allowing said user to select a particular received notification message 
(col 5, lines 45-67; col 6, lines 18-43); and 

said notifications server transmitting the remainder of an electronic 
mail message corresponding to said particular received notification message 
in response to said user selecting said particular received notification 
message (col 5, lines 45-67; col 6, lines 18-43). 
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Response to Arguments 

19. Applicant's arguments filed 05/12/2006 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive, therefore rejections to claims 1-28 and 30-33 is 
maintained. 

20. In response to applicant's argument that the examiner's conclusion of 
obviousness is based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it must be 
recognized that any judgment on obviousness is in a sense necessarily a 
reconstruction based upon hindsight reasoning. But so long as it takes into 
account only knowledge which was within the level of ordinary skill at the 
time the claimed invention was made, and does not include knowledge 
gleaned only from the applicant's disclosure, such a reconstruction is proper. 
See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 170 USPQ 209 (CCPA 1971). 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine 
the references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be 
established by combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to 
produce the claimed invention where there is some teaching, suggestion, or 
motivation to do so found either in the references themselves or in the 
knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art. See In re 



Page 8 



Application/Control Number: 09/872,451 Page 9 

Art Unit: 2154 

Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988) and In re Jones, 958 
F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, Watanabe is 
silent about having a standard electronic mail protocol for receiving said 
copy of said electronic mail message as a standard formatted electronic mail 
messages. However, Simple Mail Transfer, a protocol for sending e-mail 
messages between servers; Most e-mail systems that send mail over the 
Internet use SMTP to send messages from one server to another; the 
messages can then be retrieved with an e-mail client using either POP or 
IMAP; In addition, SMTP is generally used to send messages from a mail 
client to a mail server; SMTP, POP, or IMAP e-mail server are known in the 
art. For example, Mousseau discloses having a standard electronic mail 
protocol for receiving said copy of said electronic mail message as a 
standard formatted electronic mail messages, (page 6, paragraph #0062; 
page 9, paragraph 0084). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention was made to combine the teachings of 
Watanabe and Mousseau. The motivation (Watanabe, col 1, lines 39-44, 
mail notification) would have been developing system for pushing/notifying 
from a host system to user's mobile device based on the user-defined 
events. 
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Conclusion 

21. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the 
extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to 
expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a 
first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action 
and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE- 
MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the 
advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply 
expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Mohammad A. Siddiqi whose 
telephone number is (571) 272-3976. The examiner can normally be 
reached on Monday -Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, John A. Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272- 
3964. The fax phone number for the organization where this application or 
proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained 
from the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status 
information for published applications may be obtained from either Private 
PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is 
available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center 
(EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272- 
1000. 
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